Dear Howard, 



1/26/72 



you did. right to send uo th nod article, ua you did to over-ride jerry s jud^.ent, 
which you curd puts as "suggesting i not s nd it to you 'c.-usc you a liuve a shit : it. 
your coawoat is also in point, "Poor judgement. You should have se..n this. you ^ no 
secy wliy. because, as you can see, i a, not liaviug a fit, aside iron whatever impelled jou 
to evaluate jp's judgement a 3 poor, i want o address one aspect, fot among the thing JP ias 
to learn is how tiiG weak fight tlie strong and in general how to fight and look forwjird 
to sonetiiing ;.;orc neaningfid than uattyrdon. i tlinik that you should, when you have tine, 
discuss this jp fofc several reasons, including Ids learning and so tiiat ne will not make 
the oiimo mistake adjoin. 



i had intended writing you about something else and t,«y. ny thu b is swollai, which . 
means typing with one liand, anfl i.iy mind works much too rapidly for uo to try and vinte t as 
slowly. .aid, until i got sun limiting from the side, posting tlio corrections in tue intio 
to pm can not be done safely because of the dangers of shadows renaining. 



as you and jp both know from when i was sending you copies of my letters to ned 
because no was sending Ids to you, we had a specific agreement that he would under no 
circumstances discuss any of the contents og p.m. to anyone without my advabce approval, 
he sou Jit it in one case, a wan named harder who is a friend of John cowles, who he 
wanted to interest in publishing condensation, now it took we wontlis to get «y stuff back, 

many unanswered letters, finally, a fter 1 1:new of tli0 lattiner thin &» * ^ ot it b “ ck 1x1 a 
rush, my unanswered requests include his assurances tiiat ho lias kept Ilia word and also 
has not made any copies. to date no response, and my most recent repetition was when yibu 

were here. . .. . 

as you also know, i ftave been trymig to figure out why this crazy thin^ was aonc, 

wliy it was done at tliis time, not, say, 10/29 or two years hence, you should know tmt 
there was no need to do anytliinc and tiiat there was no dv mand and less public interest ^ 
than ever, you know other tilings, too, but these alone require that we set. ii we can find 
an acceptable answer to why this was done at all and especially at tliis time, the o.fly 
answer i can think of is to decrease or e lim i n ate the possibilities of my raising money to 
print p,m. , the contents of which ned and you alone among the critics know lilast and 
hottest part, tiiat is) and to eliminate, as it would, any possibility of commercial 
interest, which any such story in the times could be expected to accomplish, now among those 
ned planned to interview arc only tliose i n a iled to the wall-or those all of whom liave a 
strong interest in killing this book, i refused but offered what even gpry says is a vy 
fair substitute :whon the full book was printed and before binding, send them copies and 
solicit re: -.ponses to bo printed in the appendix, i even told nod, as you nay remember, 
that wore they to call me the worst kinds of names i'd print tiiat. he would not a^ree, 
feeling tiiat Iiis unique genius would got from them abject confessions in in to j - views, lie 
sits ob a board with at leant one of those cats, 

so i hnvfc two problems, aside from ned 1 emotional ones: has he broken his word, und 
if so, how and to ’..'hat degree*, ana wliy tliis wholt bu. ines* now? thin means any kind of clue 
ma$ be important. incidently, &C 3 has agreed to push ned for an answer, we liad a lon^, long 
talk about tliis and wliat is related and grs heard thuse phone conversations tiiat lo^Jcally 
followed the ones you heal'd, same ^uy, new info. important, too, and vy much bearing on this. 

i road the clip in haste in jwn tliis a.m. and it is not now important enough to 
reread, i'll file it under ned wit* tliis whetiier or not i reread later, there is a clue in 
it tiiat i n, ticed in o.-immi ng. careful roadind nay indicate more, two clue, one to nod's 
incompetence and lucJ; of understanding, ho got tliis story because og heft, and the length 
hot from quality on content, the most comprehensible single criticism og what latt. 3oid 
is tiiat it is totally and completely impossible, next, no criticism og government is 
interesting when there can be no question tiiat lattimer could not qualify under the contract 
and all tliose refused did. in a twocolunn story?, were i paranoid end louking for an agent 
establishing a cover, i'd say tliis fits, but i do not think it. i point out how bad it is. 
but the aiuplo, obvious und comprehensible tilings ned dooo not say. 
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of course, there is no parent on criticism of the single-bullet theory . ...hat 
interests me is that of all the fonnulations possible, nod used one from p.o. solo 
coles to tiiat i ori-iula tion i think it is alnost viord for word. 

„ a." 1 ' * S , relatively minor that ned did not know of no neck fragments in the autopst 

.J^ 1 * “ lt;Ll ® reaa p.H., wliich thus becomes his source, tiiat ho ha made no independent 

the n 4111 01 lu f iQlowl d G® C0KlilJ £ from reading books, so, he took this from 

panel part of p.n., vhnch lie was condensing, the incompetence of it is ap,arent when 

> y ° U do, , nnd t0 lhose without that knowledge when they consider tiiat 

22T th 3126 V 616 ' 11 * ° f the neW frae3 one can draw «» conclusions from them 

sloue. but one wxth you* knowledge knows that this treatment, which is inadequate, could 

have been overwhelming if ned gad done uny work or really understood the stuff. 

„<? th«° Ue °f tUe „i :eye t0 thG platjiarosm the violation of his word is Ms wrong description 

% Tl r nclt “ “» !***»!- tom this 

”, ££* a ? d nowhere else, the placing of tlie hole in the head, attributed to the panel 
as lour- inches Mghor than the original autopsy", now tliis is an error i made ou^iurpose 

i ^low'th! uST 1815 ! ° n 1S r ^ their measuroraent ofi the x-rays places it 100 mm £2. * 
ou tha usual scale, only if the exposure was life-size con it be said as i said i t 

n mmiu loH "u t0 1 thiuk unexplained reasons, tlius only by stealing wliat lie had 

S COnfidenc ° «f what i d ° have copyrighted c*uld lie^rep^tod 1 

SJe’uSTthft iTS the /‘- 0 ; tuStim0U f' he l3iew hfe wa3 i sing my work, but he cannot 

it is «£ t 5iS«5d 13 not ut 611 what “ tostilied to 

when you consider the puih ery of ned that follows, i think it enough to say q.e.d. 
tell yot about^ 8 ^ “ 6 *** f ° r ** ^ ^ “ 1 did 

risH ¥ Kr 

israr 

him what the proofl is. ^ ^ -ipl ’ ^ eneral tiling to tip him off without tolling 

i SS'irt Tt ?rr dt '“ r ' )5 • ° f " h0 1 d0 “ 1 “°“- d » f * «n. but 

attitude, therefore, you being closer to his ^7 dcscribo * a fatherly 

address this wliich you corrcctlv ^ younger, i hope you will see fit to 

did not tell me youf £e^ *? “ “ err ° r ^ d ^ent in your own way. you 

way disagree and i usk you to keep strictlt confHA^f 0 ’ l3d something wit h wMcli you 

has not kept up witli hi n v, 1 ^ Sidential. jerry u emotional develo went 

so, wi°Att tho penis - he J ' 6bels ***** i- 

excellently, pleusebe cLmuI^ ^ 7 J a VGly 45004 ^ tll3t he generally uses 

him offense, L he wJiSTtoto S*™ “ tllie context could give 

would not. carben me so tS wSi 0 ? 6 ,f y °!’ alth ° U « h 7 ^ ar3 younger, most iSely 

him he will, i will be lieu and L ‘ iCUS ‘'O s lt witli me, as at some jioint if you persuade 
us the bacMi^g M wMt nod Sil ! ^ • 1 -° t **?*»*«*&, ± do net interpret tMs 
gary, in which event i should know to Debbie" to tllat s-s pooaxhie, as i explained to 

emotional problems at tlio least tied to _ h ld “ ore hurt to ncd * wll ° cl.;arly lias 
increase, if you road the p^SL 7 L at Wealth ** current manner of its 

moiJ administration .-ettin^i- tv “f 001 * sourcos ^ a single da* were attacked by tJjo 
(monopoly). 1 urn confident h -a- o m o °fv WOyerllauso f (P° lu tion plus) and general mills 
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